THE DEFENCE OF THE EMPIRE
discussed just because the national has broken down.
Germany's 'intentions' in standing by the effort to
secure preponderant national power are not only
good; they are, from her own point of view, as
Ludendorf would put it, 'divinely inspired'; and as
for being 'trusted5, he would explain that good Ger-
mans (and the Nazis are now seeing that every
German becomes a good German or goes into a con-
centration camp) can be trusted to stand by what they
'know' to be the will of God. What, in these circum-
stances, is the relevance of discussing German 'sin-
cerity'or'goodwill*-when goodwill must mean in the
terms of such doctrine goodwill towards the divinely-
inspired order of German domination or eternal war?
For some years now it has been evident that the
real question is not whether the Versailles Treaty is
just or unjust, whether it needs revision or not, but
whether Germany is to be the sole judge of the nature
of the revision* The Treaty has, in fact, been radically
revised, and Germany was invited to negotiate on
terms of equality concerning further revision. Her
reply, as Sir Austen Chamberlain pointed out, was
to seize by her own one-sided action what she
had been asked to confer about. A similar general
line marked her withdrawal from the League: she
withdrew at the very moment that the principle of
full equality of status was in process of being con-
ceded. She so timed withdrawal indeed that one
would almost say her action was an attempt to
forestall the free concession. If so, it would be
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